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THE WEATHER.
Official forecasts for to-day indicate rain.

Sound money appears to have more

fool friends than any other cause ever

presented to the American people.

Mr. Taubeneck's ambition to Mark
Hannaize the second St. Louis Conven¬
tion is not showing strong signs of

gratification.
It looks as if Mark Hanna's "busi¬

ness methods" have returned to St.

Louis to do a little "business" with
the Populists.
The nullification of the Kansas easy

divorce law will doubtless have the
effect of throwing that State back into
a bleeding conditi<?n.
For a man who went abroad to keep

"Hit of politics, Colonel Watterson
Btoms to be taking unusual pains to
c his views known.

^ i Eckels's boycott on bank ofilclals
who incline to free silver is right in
line ^lth other boomerangic perform¬
ances of the Administration.

^hen did Hon. Andrew D. White
©ver seek to better the condition of the
Iiemocratic party? Why should his
T roffered advice be accepted on this
I articular occasion?

While Mr. H&nna is casting about
for tariff object lessons, he should not
overlook that strike now in progress
In that highly protected manufacturing
establishment at Cleveland.

The only serious allegation against
Mr. Bryan which appears to be true is
that on the several occasions when
Hon. J. Sterling Morton was seeking

" th<» demo¬
cratic nominee vo r him.

The opposition has started a number
of campaign stories on Mr. Bryan, but
none of them were made to stick.
However, they have demonstrated that
the public and private life of the Dem¬
ocratic nominee is all that can be de¬
sired.

The Republican newspapers have
suddenly discovered that Mr. Eckels Is
a profound statesman. The average
Republican editor is prepared to dis¬
cover almost anything when he is out
hi nting for votes for Republican ofHce-
se ;kers.

Having denounced the Chicago plat¬
form and bolted the nominees of the
convention, Secretary Herbert "and his
rasters and his cousins and his aunts,"
together with a few other relatives, are

now preparing for another pleasure
cruise on the Dolphin.

H. C. Payne, one of Mark Hanna's
syndicate colleagues, is being attacked
by the labor unions on account of the
prominent part he took against the
employes of the Milwaukee street rail¬
way companies. But why don't the
labor unions go after Mark himself?

Newspapers that are engaged In
naming cabinets for Mr. Bryan, for
the sole purpose of making the Demo¬
cratic nominee appear ridiculous, sim¬
ply invite comparisons, and the pres¬
ent Cabinet is one that is not calcu¬
lated to make a good showing in such
a process.

The Hon. William F. Sheehan and
the Hon. Jacob Cantor are young men
cf bright parts who owe to the Demo¬
cratic party their present eminence and
ability to earn substantial fees in their
profession. The Democracy is not a
ladder than can be kicked from under
those who have mounted it without
disastrous results.

TARIFF MATHEMATICS.
Our esteemed contemporary, the

Mail and Express, keeps a tame math¬
ematician who would be a treasure in
any dime museum in this broad land.
The other day he built a column of
denunciation of the present tariff upon
the alleged fact that the returns of
foreign commerce for the past year
showed an enormous decrease of ex¬

ports and increase of imports. Now
that it has been pointed out to him
that this statement Is the very reverse
of the truth, the fact being that there
has been an immense and rapidly in¬
creasing surplus of exports in the year
just closed, he explains airily that he
was not comparing the past year with
the one preceding, but with 1892, which
happened to be the most favorable of
all the four years under the McKinley
regime. ^
Our contemporary objects to making

comparisons with "1893, when the coun¬

try was terrorized and paralyzed by l

the tariff-smashing' threats of Cleve¬
land and his followers, then j\ist in¬
ducted into national control." It hap¬
pens, however, that the fiscal years
end with June, and the panic did not

begin until June, 1893. The fiscal year
1893, therefore, was almost entirely in¬
cluded in the most prosperous part of
the McKinley period, and eight months
of it came under the Harrison Admin¬
istration. For that year our exports
were $847,665,194 and our imports $866,-
400,922, an "adverse balance" of $18,-
735,728, as compared with exports of

over $880,000,000, imports of less than

$780,000,000, and a "favorable balance"
of $103,000,000, in the year just closed.

Moreover, our exports of domestic
manufactures were greater in the fiscal

year 1896 than in any other year in the

history of the country, 1892 not ex¬

cepted, and there were only two rea¬

sons why the value of exported, farm

produce was not greater.one that the
crops in 1891 were abnormally large,
and the other that the prices of farm

products have been steadily shrinking
under the financial policy which the
Mail and Express desires to perpetuate.

STANDARD OIL'S NEW VIC¬
TORY.

So It has come at last.the union
of America's greatest trust, the Stand¬
ard Oil Company, with the Rothschilds
and other financial magnates that con¬

trol the Russian wells, In order to give
the final death blow to what little com¬
petition is left and divide the indus¬
trial world between them. As the
Journal, alone of the New York papers,
told its readers yesterday, this momen¬

tous deal seems practically consum¬

mated. What do the American people
think about It? Built up by the most
nefarious discriminations by the rail¬
roads, and the most suspicious rela¬
tions with State Legislatures, city
councils, and even the courts and our

Congress at W ashington, this gigantic
monopoly has become the object of

envy and Imitation among the Justly
hated trusts now formed or forming
in almost every industry.
Although built up and still, appar¬

ently, somewhat favored by secret rail-
road rates, present methods of throt¬

tling competition are even more star¬

tling. To quote but one out of many

illustrations at hand, we know of a

merchant in a certain Michigan city
who began to buy oil where he could

buy it cheaper than he could of the
Standard. Soon an agent of the latter
told the merchant that unless he

bought all his oil of the Standard the
trust would sell it far below cost in
his town and make up any loss, while
ruining him, by charging a cent a gal-
iOii more iiutn before in the surround¬
ing towns. The merchant had to sur¬

render and become the slave of this
monopoly, as has been the case with
thousands of merchants similarly situ¬
ated throughout the land.
In the Spring of 1895 the trust sud¬

denly forced up the price of oil over 100
per cent, and then as quickly and arbi¬
trarily lowered it again, though not
to its former level. Can we wonder
that the trust declared $35,000,000 divi¬
dends on its nominal capital of $98,000,-
000 last year?

It is sought to hoodwink the public
by claiming that the trust Is to be
credited with the decline ih the price!
of oil since the formation of the trust
in 1882. A greater popular fallacy does j
not exist. Repeated investigations by
such men as President Andrews, of
Brown University; Professor J. w.
Jenks, of Cornell University, and
others, show that the average charge
for refining oil-that Is, the difference
between the cost of crude and refined
oil.was 5.57 2-3 cents in 1881 to 1883 in¬
clusive, and 5.55 cents in 1891 to 1893 in¬
clusive.the last figures at hand.
Before the formation of the trust, in

1882, the charge for refining, which
alone until lately was in the province
of the tru'st, had been steadily falling
from the average of 13.87 cents per gal¬
lon in 18il to 1873, inclusive, to 5.57 2-3
cents in 1881-83.
Tb's i3 absolute proof that the fall

in the price of oil since 1882 has been
due to a fall at the wells, and not due
to the reduced charges of the Standard.
Yet how can we expect the public t<
realize this when the wealth of the
company is used to debauch many
sources of Information, even our col
leges and our churches, though fortu
nately a few such fearless investi- I
gators as President Andrews are left.
But note how on receipt of $3,000,000
from Mr. Rockefeller a year ago, the
students of the University of Chicago
sang on^ of their college glees:
The methods of the trust
Are most just,
For they redound to the glory of U. of C I I

(University of Chicago), while other!
colleges have refused to call certain
economic teachers lest donations from!
Standard Oil trustees be thereby en¬
dangered.
Is it not about time Americans took

cognizance of the situation, and is i*
strange that the Democratic party a

Chicago grew somewhat excited over
the abuses which the increasing power
3f monopoly makes notorious?

FREE EMPLOYMENT BUREA J.
The recent opening of free State .-m-

iloyment bureaus in several New fork
'ties, one branch being at * j, 331
^ast Fourteenth street, hould be
>rought to the attention of every man

IVl'Kirsj L-EIYISIVI IN the; pulpit.
In times of popular unrest the political preacher Is always a conspicuous

figure. Sometimes he flits in advance of the crowd, a stormy petrel of revo¬

lution, but more often he stands by imperilled abuses, and rallies selfish
conservatism to resist reforms. It is the clergy that is the bulwark of Tory¬
ism in England; and in America the clergy was the mainstay of Federalism
and the anchor of slavery. By the time a devout ante-bellum congregation
had listened to a stirring sermon on the text "Cursed be Canaan," it needed
no further Incitement to go forth and lynch an Abolitionist.
Now that another crusade, as abhorrent to smug conservatism as that

for the abolition of slavery, is on, the political preacher is again abundantly
in evidence. The Rev. Robert S. MacArthur, for instance, has begun the Mc-

Kinley campaign ahead of McKinley himself. He is delivering a series of

Sunday evening stump speeches from the pulpit of the Calvary Baptist
Church, and the enthusiasm with which he hurls himself into the carnival

of calumny that is swirling around the Chicago candidates and platform in¬

dicates that he mistook his vocation when he adopted religion instead of pol¬
itics for his profession.

Unfortunately, as Dr. MacArthur has wasted all his serious study on the¬

ology, he has the misfortune of not knowing anything about politics except
what he reads in his favorite papers. Hence his criticisms on the Democratic

platform are mere echoes of the ravings of the Sun, Evening Post, Herald

and Times.and there is nothing much more depressing than second-hand

ravings.
For example, Dr. MacArthur accused the Chicago platform of threatening

to "degrade the Supreme Court of the United States." "This court," he

added, with portentous solemnity, "is the authoritative interpreter of the Con¬

stitution:"
To degrade it would be a national calamity. Do the supporters of this plat¬

form want Anarchy? Do they not know that Christian patriotism insists that "lex is
rex".that law is king and must rule? That platform propounds and promulgates
dangerous doctrines. Its teaching comes perilously near being revolutionary. Ameri¬
canism is not Anarchism.

Evidently this eloquent exhorter has never read the platform he denounces,
and his innocence of any acquaintance with the proceedings of the Supreme
Court is as spotless as a maiden's. All the platform said about the court was

this:
Until the money question is settled we are opposed to any agitation for further

changes in our tariff laws except such as are necessary to meet the deficit caused by
the adverse decision of the Supreme Court on the Income tax.

There would be no deficit in the revenue but for the annulment by the Supreme
Court of a law passed by a Democratic Congress in strict pursuance of the uniform
decision of that Court for nearly one hundred years, that Court having sustained con*

stitutional objections to its enactment which have been overruled by the ablest
judges who had ever sat on that Bench.

We declare that it is the duty of Congress to use all the constitutional power
which remains after that decision, or which may come from its rev«rsal by the Court
as It may hereafter be constituted, so that the burdens of taxation may be equally and
Impartially laid, to the end that we may all bear our proportion of the expenses of
the Government.

Let us take Dr. MacArthur's own maxim, that "law is king and must rule."

On August 27, 1894, the law required the collection of an income tax. The con¬

stitutionality of such a tax had been established by the unanimous decisions

of the Supreme Court for a hundred years. There never had been a decision

to the contrary. If ever there was a time when law should have ruled, it was

then.
But certain rich men who would have had to pay something toward the

Government support if that law had been allowed to stand undertook to

have it annulled. They asked the Supreme Court to reverse the record of its

entire history for their profit. Where was Dr. MacArthur when the court

was subjected to that degradation? There was abundant warning of its

meaning. The tax shirkers were told at the time that their action was a blow

at the stability of all law, and if successful must inevitably destroy popular
respect for the court and lead to retaliation in kind. But all protests were

unheeded, the principle of "stare decisis" was recklessly overridden, and the

Supreme Court was induced first to mutilate, and then, by the change of

heart of a single Justice, to annul a tax which had been adopted in turn by
both parties, and which formed the only item of our national revenue sys¬

tem that did not discriminate unjustly against people of small means.

Is it not rather early to try to cover such a transaction as that with the

moss of prescriptive right? If a century's unanimous decisions of the Su¬

preme Court were not safe from reversal for the convenience of a few mill¬

ionaires, is it anarchy to suggest the possibility of changing a five to four

decision that is only one year old? It certainly would not be if some of the

financial pillars of Dr. MacArthur's c ongregation were to be benefited by
the change.

a nd woman, whether possible employ-
e rs or employes. Doubtless the extrav-

a ant hopes of some friends of the new

It w will be disappointed. In Ohio,
w ere the measure has had about Ave

y ars* trial in Cincinnati, Cleveland,
T >ledo, Columbus -ad Dayton, more

w men than men and more unskilled

th£ a skilled labor have secured work

thi ough these opportunities for free

re istry. The problem of the unem-

p' lyed is by no means solved, but only
r> adered a little easier by these pub¬
lic employment bureaus. Yet, within

cei tain limits, and when administered
en rgetically and ably, valuable ser-

vk i will be rendered by them to both

th seeker for work and for workers.

ny large measure of success in this

in portant undertaking will depend on

> t-w York avoiding the mistake of

O io, which has allowed some of its

p bile employment bureaus to become

rr wards of political service. With the

f voidance of this danger, and with

.roper interest in the matter on the

%rt of those it is intended to benefit,
lis extension of State activity will

jmmend itself to all.

THE PRICE OF GAS.
The report, just printed, of the pub¬

lic-owned gas works of Richmond, Va.
for 1895 has interesting lessons for New

York. We have twenty times as great
a population and much greater den-

Ity, while the cost of raw material Is
Iso probably less here than in Rlch-

nond. Yet the price there is only $1,
rhile here we pay $1.25 for the privi-
ge of having a private monopoly
ransact a public business. The some-

vhat higher candle power here will by
no means account for this difference in
irice. In Boston, which is much better
ituated for supplying cheap gas than

Richmond, but not as well situated for

so doing as New York, the price is $1,
and the sworjn returns made to the
State in 1892 by the Boston companies
indicated that the entire cost, aside

from interest and depreciation, was

only 60 cents.
In Richmond last year the operating

expenses were 70 cents. Experience
there has abundantly shown that 10
cents per thousand feet is ample toj
allow for depreciation, while 5 cents

will cover the taxes of the average

private company. Thus the total cost

to Richmond is 85 cents. Careful cal¬
culations show that she could replace

her works, which have been entirely
paid out of net earnings, for $3 per
thousand feet of annual output. By
selling gas at $1 this enterprising
Southern city makes 5 per cent on her
investment, provided we value at SI,
as we should, the gas used in the street
lamps and public buildings. Why
could not New York City, under civil
service rules, make as good a profit
and sell gas at 80 cents, if she only had
the public spirit to undertake the busi¬
ness herself, as Richmond has done?
With the removal, under a new and

efficient superintendent, of some of the
weaknesses of the last two years of
gas management in Richmond, a still
better showing is assured there this
year, but New .York continues to pay
$1.25 for what at 80 cents would be
widely introduced in the homes of the
wage workers; for it would then vie
in cheapness with coal as fuel for
cooking, and be vastly more conven¬
ient. As long, however, as municipal
and national politics are unnaturally
united, and there is so little real inter¬
est in these vital home questions, we

must keep on paying these companies
a monopoly profit that permits the
floating at par of over twice the cap¬
ital necessary to duplicate their plants.
LAST SUNDAY'S TRAGEDY.
There are few tragedies recorded the

results of which are as sad to those
immediately concerned as that by
which Joseph Griffin, aged sixteen
years, met his death on Sunday after¬
noon, at the hands of his brother
James, aged twelve. There could have
been no murderous impulse on the
part of a child so young; and yet,
through a single act done in the heat
of passion, a widowed mother is
plunged into desolation that can only
be barely imagined by those who have
not suffered in similar circumstances;
a bright boy loses a life full of promise,
and another is doomed to the horror
and suffering of a long term of im¬
prisonment at the least, and of the
deathless remorse that is the inher¬
itance of a fratricide.
Nothing could better illustrate the

injustice of destiny, or call it by any
other name that suggests the same

idea, than this tragedy of a Sunday
afternoon. A widowed mother bids
farewell to the two children who are

the mainstay of her existence, and
they start out for a harmless game

of bail. The younger is whittling
a stick and the older Is carrying
the ball, club and mask which are the

paraphernalia of their prospective
afternoon's pleasure. A quarrel, such
as is not uncommon among children
of any class or any degree of breeding,
is brought about concerning which
brother shall carry the mask; and, sim¬

ply because the younger lad has the

knife in his hand, he, in a moment of

rage, stabs his brother to the heart.
So far as motive and premeditation

go, the impulse was not any more rep¬

rehensible than if James Griffin had
struck his brother with his flst, and
they had both laughed about it a mo¬

ment later. So far as the results are

concerned, it is a tragedy that costs
one life and blights two others. Alto¬

gether it is a circumstance that logic
cannot explain under human laws.

While it is an excellent idea that is
about to take shape in New York, hav¬
ing been borrowed from the West.that
of having a school of instruction at¬
tached to each of the larger dry goods
and other stores for the young girls
employed therein.It must not be for¬
gotten that there are some employers
to whom a course in a school of in¬
struction in humanity would be both
beneficial and necessary.

Some of the former leaders in the
Democratic party are at present re¬

fraining from coming out strong in
favor of the platform of the Demo¬
cratic party as declared at Chicago
until the meeting of the State Conven¬
tion. By that time the entire rank and
file of the party, including the county
organizations and Tammany, will have
expressed themselves plainly, so that
when the convention meets these
former leaders will be obliged to ex¬

press themselves to themselves only.
This will place them in the position of
followers instead of leaders of Demo¬
cratic thought.

Why should millionaire holders of
American securities, like Messrs. Flow¬
er, Brady, Whitney and Belmont, fear
a panic through the unloading by Eng¬
lish holders of American railroad and
industrial stocks? Would not this
great unloading which they predict
place the purchasing power in their
own hands, and will not the earning
capacity of these roads and industries
remain the same? Will there be one
rail less on the roadways or one brick
less in the factories? For the time
being values would be real and not
fictitious, but that would constitute
the millionaire's opportunity to invest.
If the European holders of American
stocks were such fools a.* to unload
these excellent securities* i n large quan¬
tities, the rich Americans would have
an opportunity to secure some very
good property at a bargain. The
European stockholder, however, is no
fool.

If the managers of the McKinley
campaign should advertise for some
one maxim that would be more useful
to them than any other, we are inclined
to think that the prize would be
earned by the suggestion, "Drop hy¬
pocrisy." There is nothing more of¬
fensive and stupid than the continued
outbursts of horror at proceedings on the
part of the supporters of Bryan which
are mere commonpJacc 3 in all parties.
Mr. Andrew D. Whito, for instance,
saw a threat of revc lution and an¬

archy in the fact that women at the
Chicago Convention aved flags and
screamed, as they do at all conven¬

tions. And now the Sun is shocked at
the "extraordinary" p-oposal of the
Democratic managers \ 0 use Congres¬
sional franks in mailing campaign lit¬
erature, as if every par ty had not done
the same thing since th e franking priv¬
ilege was invented. "This privilege
was not granted," obsc rves our upright
contemporary, "so thf t a combine of
free stlverites and Ana chists could use

it as the lever in a nat onal campaign."
No, it was merely gi anted so that a

combine of mill bosses and coal barons
could circulate Tariff Histories of the
United States, as the- did in the last
Harrison campaign.

W hat nonsense son le clergymen do
manifest when they s) eak on economic
subjects without havi ng any prepara¬
tion therefor! Speak: ag of the Demo¬
cratic platform on £ unday, Rev. Dr.
MacArthur declared:
It is proposed by a < overnruent flat to

give value where value does not intrinsi¬
cally exist. You might as well by a Gov¬
ernment flat make wai :r run up a hill.
One might as well by a Government flat
double the value of w*l eat or pig Iron as

attempt to double the v: lue of silver. The
spirit of the Chicago pi? form at this point
la the essence of dishorn p;and dishonesty.
Now any one who thinks at all on

the subject, not ev n excepting the
Evening Post, know that the tariff,
to take an example, 3 opposed by free
traders because it r< ises prices, while
the protectionist we. tits the tariff on

that very account, though he may
claim that in the end home competition
will bring prices dow a again. The im¬
portant point to obs arve is that both
protectionists and fi *e traders realize
that law, by acting in either demand
or supply, can gre tly affect values.
So with hosts of ot ler things. If the
closing of the Indie n mint to silver in
June, 1893, reduced the market value
of silver in the dol ar, as it did, from
seventy to fifty c mts in five days,
what is therie so ab: urd or "dishonest"
in holding that tl a opening of our

mints to the free coinage of silver
would greatly r -.is . its value? Before
our clerical frf jnu again uses his posi¬
tion to attacl the motives of his po¬
litical oppon.' its, he should be sure of
his facts. . . - -

"The Grip of iron,"
A Powerful Melodrama.

London, July 10..There are companies
galore In America that grow rich on the
plaudits of non-metropolitan play-goers;
and over here managers amass fortunes
by keeping out of London. For a number
of years English theatrical journals have
been praising an organization that has
presented a melodrama entitled "The Grip
of Iron" through the provinces with brill¬
iant results. It hovered around the out-
hklits of the metropolis mischievously, as

though playing n game of tag with big,
greedy London. Nobody paid the least at¬
tention to it. Stories of John A. Atkins's
wealth began to accumulate. London grew
interested, and this week "The Grip of
Iron" came to that popular-price house In
Oxford street known as the Princess's
Theatre, and comparable to the Grand
Opera House In New York.

I dropped In there last night, and saw a

performance that would not have disgraced
any of London's most promising stock com¬
panies. You see, when a number of people
have banded themselves together into an

Incorruptible travelling troupe, and have
toured the country for years, you get the
effects of a stock company, and when the
discipline has been severe, and the success

perpetual, the most felicitous results are
achieved. I m not fond of melodrama. It
generally appeals to me as Irresistibly
comic. I see Its ridiculous side largely
luminous, with the cheap and flashy light
of paste Jewelry. In "The Grip of Iron,"
a highly sensational live-act play, perfectly
presented, and marvellously well acted,
the members of the company worked to¬
gether in absolute harmony. There was not
a vestige of rough edge. Every point bad
been calculated by years of measuring ex¬

perience. Every absurdity had been elimi¬
nated, and the effect was absolutely new
to xne. I had gone to scoff.for I had met
an American manager who advised me to
go and see what rubbish the provinces
tolerated.but I stayed to applaud. I saw
melodrama for the masses as tnelodrama
for the masses should br It was Intelli¬
gently, forcefully and "popularly" acted.
I thought my sense of the ridiculous was,

going to have a mighty good time. That
sense was snubbed and extinguished.
"The Grip of Iron" is an adaptation by

Arthur Shirley of Belot's "Leg Etrangleurs
de Paris," the story of which, of course, you
know. "The Stranglers of Paris" is a pretty
ancient drama, but I had no idea what
could be made of it until I saw "The
Grip of Iron" at the Princess's. The
role of Jagon, the "man with a dou¬
ble life," who pleasantly strangled peo¬
ple to death while cracking safes and
then posed as a loving father to his cher¬
ished daughter, and as a pious and God¬
fearing man to his friends, was played by
an actor of whom I have never heard be¬
fore, called Fred Powell. Powell Is a pro¬
vincial favorite, but I will say that neither
Irving nor Tree has done anything more im¬

posing than this character sketch. Of
course, It is done with rude crayons, and is
minus the little delicate touches for which
epicurean theatre-goers clamor. Mr. Powell,
however, quite startled me. His Jagon re¬

minded me strongly of Wilton Lackaye's
Svengali. It Is a companion picture, and it
Is more interesting for the reason that the
French character, In Jts hideous truth, Is
more human than the fanciful and prepos¬
terous hypnotist.
Yes, I had gone to the Princess's to omlle

r.nd frivol. I sat there positively revelling
in the sort of play w« love to call *luri<i".
a play with a murder In its first act. and
a charge falsely made to be saddled from
vice foiled before the curtain fell. I gloated
over the agoflles of a suffering maiden, a

wretched hero, a funny detective and a

Spanish adventurer, all because the villain
was so fascinatingly Impersonated, that by
the sheer force of his magnetism he carried
you toward the high road of absorbing in¬
terest. I always think that nine melo¬
dramas out of ten fail because It seems

Impossible nowadays to Invent a villain
who is not a blithering idiot. Playwrights
devote all their energies to vitalizing those
namby-pamby automata, the hero and the
heroine. They invite their audiences to a cold
entertainment of good young man and
poetic young woman, pitchforked Into teb
tolls of villainy. Give us a good, plausi¬
ble, vigorous human villain, with blood in
his veins and a backbone at right angles
to his collar, and let the hero and heroine
take care of themselves. There's a chance
for such a melodrama. All the world loves
wickedness when It is explained and made
pitifully intelligible. You have heard mom-
mers ask their lisping kldlets which they
prefer.the story of a good boy or the story
of a naughty boy? Beware of the kldlets
who select the good boy. They will grow
up to be Pecksniffs.
And so It is with audiences. A villain

who goes about his work convincingly will
send an audience home happy in the feeling
of Intense superiority. Mr. Powell's Jagon
held me engrossed. It never even wandered
near the line of absurdity. There was temp¬
tation to do so. The one redeeming point
of Jagon's life was his intense love for his
daughter. He strangled to make his daugh¬
ter rich. He posed as a hypocrite in order
to keep the knowledge of his Infamy away
from her. I thought I should laugh at that.
Every instant I expected to relax into a

broad grin. I felt that the line of ridicule
was 'looming into view with considerable
rapidity. I was quite wrong. Mr. Powell
shot away from it. There was no chance
for the ghost of a sneer, and "The Grip of
Iron" ended as satisfactorily as it began.

I have seen big, costly productions ot
melodrama at Broadway playhouses that
could never brook comparison with this
provincial affair, dragged into London in
self-defence. I have seen big productions or
melodrama In this city, freighted with
casts made up of "metropolitan favorites,"
that had nothing to recommend them but
their own blatant announcements.
A large metropolis is, after all, k bigoted

affair. New lork and London are narrow-

minded communities, building up their own

little reputations and unwilling to even ad¬
mit the beauties of outside architecture.
Actors and actresses struggle for the coveted
"metropolitan indorsement." They grow
old and yellow and wrinkled in the throes
of an Insistent disappointment. New York,
or nothing; London, or nothing; those are

their cries. It is a great mistake, and this
production at the Princess's has brought It
home to me very keenly. Fred Powell,
James E. Thompson, Charles East, Francis
Ituttledge, East Robertson, Arthur E. God
frey.have you ever heard these names be
fore? I never had. London never had
And yet these admirable metropolitan no
bodies worked together with tremendous
vigor and amazing results. They dished ur
an old melodrama as no modern play 0f the
same calibre is ever served. They showei
me the futility of the melodramatic subter
fuges we know as limited mall train col
lisions, buzz-saw sensations and mine ex

plosions. Nine melodramas out of ten, as ]
said before, fail. They will continue tc
fall until we get them clear from the wel
or humanity, and interpreted by good, ear

nest. conscientious people, undazzled by th<
wlll-o'-the-wisp of a "metropolitan reputa

Itiou." ALAN DALE.

Are Women Better
Liars Than Men?

Professor Lombroso is at It again.
This time he's written a treatise.a nice,

entertaining little treatise, which Is sup¬
posed to be highly scientific, and which
tells why women tell more lies than men.
Three other scientific gentlemen hav«

clutched Professor Lombroso and his
theories, and have torn them limb from
limb, in the most properly scientific man¬
ner. Professor Lombroso says women tell
more lies than men because they ar»
weaker than men.
The three other scientific gentlemen

laugh this theory to scorn. One of them
declares that women tell more lies than
men because they are stupider than men.
One says that women tell more lies thaa

men because they are brighter than men,
and think faster.
The third, a Frenchman, by the way,

says that women manage the whole affair
of deception simply to make themselves
more mysterious and alluring.
Gentlemen, gentlemen, bethink your¬

selves! There was once an ancient mirth¬
ful conundrum which ran in this wise:
"Why does water run up hill in Ireland?"
The answer to that conundrum was, "It
doesn't."
Women do not tell more lies than men.
They tell better ones, and they tell them

better. That's all.
A man tells lies to gain something foa

himself.
A woman fibs to make people comfort¬

able.
Men lie when tJy?y think they must.
Women lie when they think they should,
A man fibs to the woman he loves.
A woman fibs to every one but the man

she loves.
Men tell business lies, women tell soci¬

ety lies.whfere is the difference in degree?
Is it better ethics to tell a man that yon

will sell him a piece of land for less than
it cost you when you're really driving a
sharp bargain with him, than to tell a
woman you heartily hate that you've been
dying to see her?
Men have a whole lot more sense thar

women. They will not bore themselve*
just to be polite.
Women have a whole lot more con«

science than men, they will not hurt peo¬
ple's feelings just to be truthful.
How mauy decent women do you know

who would tell an upright and downright
falsehood to their husbands?
How many decent men do you know who

do not tell one or two downright false¬
hoods to their wives, every decade or sol
How many decent men do you know wh»

will shift and evade and tell lies-of-lnfer«
ence to people for whom they do not car®
a buttton?
How many decent women do you know

who do not do that very thing a dozen
times a week?

It's a difference in kind, that's all, c
difference in kind.
Men's lies are lies, up and down, in and

out, across and around.
Women's lies are fibs and "stories," not

exactly false statements, but not exactly
true, either.
There It Is again.the old, old question

of sex.

Men eat a peach in two bites; women

make four or five nibbles at it, but in th»
end the peach Is gone and the poor llttl®
wrinkled up stone would have a hard tlm®
telling whit a method it preferred.
Truth, lies; what do these words menr

One thing to you, another to me.

IjT-Z lUlnf .ue, v

ent, another.quite, quite another.to hira
of the Occident.
Truth Is a very elusive young person,

messieurs the scientists. She does not hida
always at the bottom of a magnifying
glass, uor can she be sought, with any
certainty of success in the finding, by the
scalpel of a dissecting surgeon.

WINIFRED BLACK.

Wall of un Impounded Dog-.
Oh, if I were only loose
I would fly as flies the goose
And elude the nimble noose

Of the lasso.
Oh. so happy would I be
As my captor, whom I see.
In his sordid Tuscan glee,

Reading Tasso.

Nevermore I'll for the rat.
That is overfed and fat.
With my bosom pit-a-pat.

Strike a bee-line;
And I'll ne'er with Joy intense
Through the nlleyway and thenc*
O'er the tubs and up the fence

Chase the feline.

As the cruel hand of Fate
Soon will drown me in the crata.
At his usual lively gait

Time advances.
That I'll terror-stricken be.
When I And X cannot flee.
Will be natural under the

Circumstances.

I'm without a ray of hope.
They'll convert me Into soap.
Primed with pansy, heliotrope.

Rose or dahlia.
And I'm also much afraid
Into buttons I'll be made
And the sausage meat purveyed

In Westphalia.
Wo is little yellow me!
Soon I'll fly as from the tree
Files the leaf across the lea.

Dark und solemn.
So I'll fall asleep that I
May not feel the chills that fly
Momentarily up my

Spinal column.
R. K. MDNKITTRICK.

Bryan's Opponents on the Defensive
[Lynchburg (Va.) Advance.]

The New York Journal, which is single-handed
among the great dallies of New York supporting
the Democratic ticket, has been doing masterly
work In that line. Its cool and logical rldlcu,ift
of the calamity prophecies cannot fall to haTa
its effect, for it is based on facts and common
sense. Its comment on the characterlzatiou of
free silver men as Anarchists is striking. The
Journal simply refers to the fact that at dif¬
ferent times both houses of Congress have voted
in favor of free coinage of sliver, and that Mr
McKinley himself Is one of the "Anarchists"
who have voted In favor of just such a measure.

In the same line is Mr. Bryan's answer to those
who call gold the "standard of civilization."
Ho wants to know why it Is. If this is so. that
no great national party has ever declared wiuare-
ly that the gold standard is the best to this day.
'if Mr. Bryan keeps on ns he has begun he will
keep the Republican leaders answering questions,
n.liout that linanclal declaration of theirs until
election day.
He has put them on the defensive.

A Sure Sign.
I [Dallas News].

The man with crape around hi: hat is either a
sound money Democrat who has lost his party
or a Populist who has lost his platform.

The Afire of Electricity.
[Denver Times],

Ex-President Harrison seems to hare a Suc¬
cessor In his clever art of short speeches. He
may have even a superior. Bryan'fi brevitlfs
electrify where Harrison's only pleased.

There Are Others.
[Washington Post].

Honorable Iloke Smith's newspaper has n

bolted. It Is simply perched on ti e fence, at
Is looking every hit as happy as the Polly th
talked too much.


